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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1,4,5, 7-36, 38-50, 52-58 are pending; claims 1 , 34, and 48 
independent. 

2. In view of the Appeal Brief filed on December 9, 2008, PROSECUTION IS 
HEREBY REOPENED. A new rejection is set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1 ) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1 .1 1 3 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41 .31 followed 
by an appeal brief under 37 CFR 41 .37. The previously paid notice of appeal fee and 
appeal brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth 
in 37 CFR 41 .20 have been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant 
must pay the difference between the increased fees and the amount previously paid. 

A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution by 
signing below: 
/Jeffrey Pwu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2446 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1, 4, 5, 7-9, and 32-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Lane et al. (USPN 6,002,994) (cited in previous action as pertinent prior 
art) (hereinafter Lane). 

4. Referring to claim 1 , Lane discloses a method for processing device data in an 
integrated information system using a central server in communication with two or more 
geographically distinct sites (the Office construes "geographically distinct" as different 
areas, such as the different rooms 54 of Figure 2), the method comprising: 

obtaining device data (i.e. from sensor 20 and transmitter 30) from the two or 
more geographically distinct sites (i.e. multiple rooms) wherein the monitoring device 
data corresponds to two monitoring devices with one monitoring device at each site 
wherein the monitoring data is obtained continuously (i.e. obtain data from 
sensor/transmitter pair at repeating hub 70 which sends periodic signals from the 
repeating hub to an external CPU, where the signal is monitored and appropriate action 
may be taken to ensure the safety and well-being of the user within the selected 
environment) (col. 3, lines 54-58); 

characterizing the device data as asset data, resource data or event data, 
wherein asset data includes data from an identifiable object that is not capable of 
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independent action (i.e. motion detectors) (col. 7, lines 36-61), resource data (i.e. data 
from door alarms) includes data from an object (i.e. the door) capable of independent 
action (i.e. door can open and close independently of the monitoring system), and event 
data includes data from a device having an defined state (i.e. door can be either open or 
closed) (col. 10, lines 15-20) 

obtaining one or more monitoring rules corresponding to at least the monitoring 
device which establish thresholds of monitoring device data that defines a rule violation 
(i.e. if motion is detected by lower detector 122 and not upper motion detector 124, then 
it is likely that a fall has occurred and an alarm is actuated by the external CPU 60) (col. 
8, lines 3-29); 

obtaining asset, resource, and device rules when the device data is 
characterized as asset, resource, and event data respectfully (i.e. this is inherent, the 
system would not utilize rules for bathtub monitoring on motion detection data) (col. 7, 
lines 36-610; 

processing the monitoring device data at the central server according to the 
monitoring rules to determine whether a rule violation occurred wherein a rule violation 
identifies a combination of thresholds for each of the two monitoring devices (i.e. if 
motion is detected by lower detector 122 and not upper motion detector 124, then it is 
likely that a fall has occurred and an alarm is actuated by the external CPU 60) (col. 8, 
lines 3-29); 

wherein processing the monitoring device data according to the rules includes 
determining whether the monitoring device data exceeds thresholds of security 
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information (the phrase indicative of whether an unauthorized access to a premises has 
occurred is a statement of intended use of the system and therefore holds no patentable 
weight) (i.e. system is able to determine how many people are in the monitored unit, 
and if no more than one person is permitted, the system can raise an alarm) (col. 8, 
lines 15-30; col. 10, lines 10-40); and 

generating an output corresponding to the processing of the monitoring device 
data indicating a rule violation occurred (i.e. alarm indicates that a fall may have 
occurred, or that there is more than one person in the room) (col. 8, lines 3-29; col. 10, 
lines 10-40); 

5. Referring to claims 4 and 5, Lace discloses the monitoring device data can be 
characterized as asset data and device data, or resource data and device data (i.e. its 
inherent that any data is "device data", since it comes from a device, and if its either 
asset data or resource data based on the type of device which sends the data) (e.g. 
abstract). 

6. Referring to claim 7, Lace disclsoes the device rules establish a state threshold 
for a rule violation and determine whether the monitoring device data indicates a 
particular state (i.e. door indicates open) (col. 10, lines 10-40). 



7. 



Claim 8 is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 
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8. Referring to claim 9, it is inherent that the device data includes data identifying a 
monitoring device generating the data, otherwise the remote CPU wouldn't know which 
sensor is generating the data. 

9. Claims 32-36 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 0. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 10-31, 38-50, and 52-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lane in view of Horon (USPN 6,229,429). 

1 1 . Referring to claims 10-14, Lane disclsoes the invention as described in the 
claims above. Lane does not disclose anything about set of known assets/resources 
and that these assets/resources are maintained in a database. IN analogous art, Horon 
discloses comparing the asset and resource data to a database of known assets and 
resources (i.e. database) (Horon: col. 3, lines 1-26). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to combine the database of Horon with the monitoring system 
of Lane in order for the system to maintain a database of various sensors around the 
monitored environment, thereby facilitating the addition/subtraction of various sensors in 
the network. 
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12. Referring to claims 15-17, Lane-Horon discloses the invention as described 
above. Lane and Horon both disclose notification, however do not disclose notification 
based on a time of day, and a user's preferred notification methods, however these 
particular features are well known in the art of network monitoring. By this rationale, 
"Official Notice" is taken that both the concepts and advantages of providing for 
preferred notifications based on the time of day and a preferred notification method is 
well known and expected. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to modify the system of Baxter-Horon to incorporate preferred notifications based on the 
time of day in order to tailor the system based on who gets notified when there is an 
alarm. 

13. Referring to claim 18, Lane-Horon discloses wireless notification to a designated 
user (i.e. pager) (Lane: col. 3, lines 45-50). 

14. Referring to claim 19, Lane-Horon discloses initiating an action at a 
geographically distinct site than where the monitoring device was obtained (i.e. 
appropriate action can be made at a remote CPU site) (Lane: col. 3, lines 55-60). 

15. Referring to claims 20-22, Lane-Horon discloses activating a physical device in a 
monitored premises (i.e. generate alarm for a smoke detector or if the stove is left on 
too long) (Lane: col. 10, lines 50-60). 
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16. Referring to claim 23, Lane discloses a telephone with a microphone and 
speaker assembly (Lane: col. 4, lines 10-20). 

17. Referring to claim 24, Lane discloses evaluating other device rules before 
generating output (i.e. subroutines are evaluated) (Fig. 19). 

18. Referring to claim 25, Lane-Horon discloses the invention substantially as 
described in the claims above. Lane-Horon does not specifically state including a 
network access monitor which identifies users logged into a computer network. "Official 
Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing for a network access 
monitor to identify users on a network is well known and expected in the art. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to include a network access monitor to the 
system of Lane-Horon in order to provide a log as to what users are accessing which 
particular elements in a computer. 

19. Referring to claim 26, Lane-Horon discloses a movement sensor, and detects 
when a particular person has moved through a restricted area (i.e. motion detectors) 
(Horon: col. 1, lines 1-25). 

20. Referring to claims 27-30, Lane-Horon discloses particular elements with 
monitoring users in a particular area (Lane: col. 10, lines 40-50). 
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21 . Referring to claim 31 , Baxter discloses obtaining the device data through a 
distributed communications network (i.e. wireless) (Figure 2). 

22. Claims 38-50, and 52-58 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

Response to Arguments 

23. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims above have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

24. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph E. Avellino whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3905. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey C. Pwu can be reached on (571)272-6798. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: Page 10 

09/825,506 

Art Unit: 2446 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Joseph E. Avellino/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2446 

/Jeffrey Pwu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2446 



